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Benjapon Sakkarapope appeal s pro se from the district court’s judgment

dismissing his42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 action dleging violaion of the Family
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Educational Rights and Privacy Act (“FERPA”), 20 U.S.C. § 1232g. We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1291. After de novo review, Thompson v. City of
Los Angeles, 885 F.2d 1439, 1442 (9th Cir. 1989), we affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Sakkarapope’ s claims against
defendant Board of Regents because the Board is not a“person” within the
meaning of 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983. Seeid. at 1443. Moreover, even if the State of
Washington has waived its sovereign immunity to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 actionsinits
own courts, it has not done so in the federal courts. See McConnell v. Critchlow,
661 F.2d 116, 117 (9th Cir. 1981).

The district court dso properly dismissed Sakkarapope's claims against the
Secretary of Education because FERPA does not create a private right of action.
See Gonzaga University v. Doe, 536 U.S. 273, 287 (2002).

Sakkarapope’ s remaining contentions are unpersuasive.

Sakkarapope' s pending motions are denied.

Appellee’s motion to strike is granted.

AFFIRMED



